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The questions are indeed relevant, if only because they have
occurred to one so sane as the writer is. But in my opinion there
is a misunderstanding about the whole question. Our advocacy
of the Khilafat would be wrong if Islam were based on force. There
is nothing in the Koran to warrant the use of force for conversion*
The holy book says in the clearest language possible, "There is no
compulsion in religion." The Prophet's whole life is -a repudiation
of compulsion in religion. No Mussulman, to my knowledge, has
ever approved of compulsion. Islam would cease to be a world
religion if it were to rely upon force for its propagation.
Secondly, historically speaking, the charge of conversion to
Islam by force cannot be proved against its followers as a body.
And whenever attempts have been made to convert by force,
responsible Mussulmans have repudiated such conversions.
Thirdly, the conception of Hindu-Muslim unity does not pre-
suppose a total absence for all time of wrong by any of the parties.
On the contrary it assumes, that our loyalty to the unity will sur-
vive shocks such as the forcible conversions by Moplahs, that in
every such case we shall not blame the whole body of the followers
but seek relief against individuals by way of arbitration and not by
way of reprisals.
Fourthly, acceptance of non-violence for organizing India's
freedom involves acceptance of non-violence for Hindu-Muslim
solidarity. The Moplahs have certainly broken the rule. But they
were prevented from having access to the new manifestation.
Whilst they had heard something about the Khilafat vaguely, they
knew nothing of non-violence.
Fifthly, we need not suspect any evil befalling India under swa-
raj; for it is tolerably certain, that had the Congress and the Khila-
fat workers been permitted to penetrate the Moplah territories, they
would have been able to nip the evil in the bud. As it was, it is
a matter capable of proof that the Khilafat workers., wherever they
could go, were able to exercise great restraining influence. To me
the Moplah madness is proof of the Hindu-Muslim solidarity, be-
cause we kept calm. As members of a family, we shall sometimes
fight, but we shall always have leaders who will compose our
differences and keep us under check.
Sixthly, in the face of possibilities of such madness in future,
what is the alternative to Hindu-Muslim unity? A perpetuation
of slavery? If we regard one another as natural enemies, is there
any escape from eternal foreign domination for either of us? Is
not the present domination worse than the possibility of forcible